High Statistics Time Walk Studies

J.Fernandez, |. Vila

8/1/2003 J. Fernandez, I. Vila



Partial Goal

zCurrently in calibrations Time walk fit :

&sLinear fit + clean up cut
(Teast-Twest VS. Z correlation)
# Do we gain something by considering a
extra contribution in the time walk fit
accounting for the background?
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Fit w/o clean up cut
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Fit after clean up cut
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Fitted Slope (no clean up cut)
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Fitted Slope (clean up cut)
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Differences between slopes
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Slopes ratios
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Fit residuals distributions

Linear + clgan up cut

Signal + Background
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Residuals correlations
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Conclusions

&There Is not a practical improvement in the
result introducing the background in the fit.

zThe fit residual distributions are better In
the case of the clean up cut.

20ne should not expect any improvement
on the t-w parametrizacion following this
way.
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